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L^This application has been examined DJ Responsive to communication filed on 7 It I 4 J 


Q This action ft made final. 

A shortened statutory period for response to this action is set to expire 3 morrthis). ' days from the date of this tetter. 

• Failure to respond within the period for response will cause the application to become abandoned. 35 U.S.C. 133 

Pari I . THE FOLLOWING ATTACHMENT^ ARE PART OF TWS ACTION: 

1. □ Notice of References Cited by Examiner, PTOS92. 2. □ Notice re Patent Drawing, PTO-94S. 

1. ED Notice of Art Cited by AppBcant, PTO-1449. 4. □ Notice of Informal Patent Application, Form PTO-152 

6. □ Information on How to Effect Drawing ChangesrPTO-1474. 6. □ 


Part D SUMMARY OF ACTION 

1. [J Claims I To 3 *f 


_ are pendmg in tho application. 


a the above, claims $To\Q 4 \ L T~T>t) 

2. D Claims 

3. D Claims 


_ are withdrawn from consideration. 

have been cancelled. 

are allowed. 

are rejected. 

are objected to. 


Claims 

«. □ Claims . _ . are subject to restriction or election requirement. 

7. □ This appScation has been Bed with informal drawings under 37 C.F.R. 1.85 which are acceptable tor examination purposes, 
a. L~] Format drawings are required in response to this Office action. 
9, O The corrected or substitute drawings have been received 


are □ acceptable; □ not acceptable (see explanation or Notice re Patent Drawing. PTO-948). 


Under 37 C.F.R. 1.84 these drawings 


10. □ The proposed additional or substitute sheets) of drawtngs. Qed on . has (have) been O approved by the 

examiner. □ disapproved by the examiner (see explanation). 

11. n The proposed J^wi, v correction, filed .has been □ approved; □ disapproved (see explanation). 

ttDAcfcmwtetyMrerttisma^ U.S.C. 11». The certified copy has □ been received □ not been received 
□ been Bed in parent application, serial no. : fled on ^ 

1*. Q Since this eji p fc- Htl ai cpppears to be in condition for afcimu xje except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
accordance with the pcedtae under Ex parte Quayte. 1935 CD. 11; 4530.G. 213. 

14 □other 
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The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. § 103 which forms 
the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office 
action: 

A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not 
identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 
102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that 
the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the 
time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which 
the invention was made. 

Subject matter developed by another person, which qualifies 
as prior art only under subsection (f) or (g) of section 102 
of this title, shall not preclude patentability under this 
section where the subject matter and the claimed invention 
were, at the time the invention was made, owned by the same 
person or subject to an obligation of assignment to the same 
person. 

Claims 1 to 7, 11 to 15 and 3$ to 39 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. § 103 as being unpatentable over Kitahara et al, British 
Patent (2) or Miyamoto et al. (3), cited in the parent 
application, No. 395,110, for the reasons of record. The 
composition claims, 32 to 34, are not considered patentable over 
the prior art any more than the compound claims since they recite 
the compound plus an inert carrier. The claims have been 
examined to the extent they read upon the elected species. 

Claims 1 to 7, 11 to 15 to 3% to 39 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. § 103 as being unpatentable over Watsuka et al (4). 
Positional isomers of the instant compounds are taught on page 
13, formula III of Watsuka et al. which renders the instant 
compounds and compositions prima facie obvious absent a showing 
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of unexpected properties. The claims have been examined to the 
extent they read upon the elected species. 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is 
considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 
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